The present article by Crutzen (2006) on the use of albedo enhancement to address the problem of greenhouse warming is bound to evoke diverse reactions among the community. It is important to note that Crutzen argues that this idea be studied in depth and openly before any large scale action is taken. A basic assumption to this approach is that we, humans, understand the Earth system sufficiently to modify it and 'know' how the system will respond. Cicerone in his article argues that open discussion of these ideas is an appropriate means to explore engineering solutions to climate change, and further proposes a protocol to prevent inadvertent abuse of geoengineering experiments. These papers evoke both scientific and ethical issues that should stimulate discussions on the engineering of Earth's climate system.
homes. Why? It seems that we need to address the fundamental issue of value, before tinkering with a system that we do not completely understand.
I recognize that Crutzen's proposal comes from his deep concern for Earth. I also recognize his concern arises from our species reluctance to address the cause(s) of our dilemma. But I feel that treating the cause(s) rather than the symptom is the more appropriate approach to the problem. However, as a scientist, I also recognize the importance of exploration of ideas, and that open dialogue and study of this issue (as proposed by Crutzen and seconded by Cicerone) is an important part of Earth studies. Let the dialogue begin. . .
